I. A DIVDED BREED?

In his annual report (2002) Mr. Messler states:  Within the SV. are two populations GSD. A population consists out a range of animals which are related. There is a clear distinction between Hochzucht and Leistungszucht. Leistungszucht have common related animals which are  selected through national and states trials and supported by working dog people. In short: this is resulting in different related animals and clear polarisation within the SV and  own interest- and pressing groups: breeding for a own market and having specific interests in the puppymarket.  There are simplified two groups: showpeople versus workingdog  people. If you compare the direct sire-lines of the VA/V males of the Hauptzuchtschau 2002 and the lines of competitors Bundessiegerprufung 2002 you notice a difference in lines with Utz H. Schutting and without Utz H. Schutting and the percentage sable dogs. If you compare the outlook of the two populations you also see clear differences concerning seize, weight, type, general appearance, pigmentation.  There is a difference in genetic make-up.  In general the working dog lines cannot put up with the high standard the Hochzucht has reached in anatomy according the standard and the Hochzucht has in general  problems with the “drifts and instincts” which are considered  essential to reach high working performances. This polarisation  results in different kind of local groups (Ortsgruppen) and a separation between the delegates in the general meeting.  Mostly the silent majority of pet owners is not represented. Clearly there is a crisis in breeding aims and policy within the SV and a lost of thousands of members.

We spoke about the problems concerning the Hochzuchtbreeding but there is certainly a crisis in the Leistungszucht-breeding too. Also in this breeding we see that bloodlines are becoming narrow due to  selected inbreeding on four or five pre-dominant animals or lines. A lot of working dogs have problems to reach the minimum grading “Good” not to speak about the qualities to get a breeddsurvey Class 1. Also in this lines we see health- and physical problems. The real crisis though is that the present working dog breeders cannot full fill the standards of the breeding animals  which form the roots of their pedigrees. There was a time that there was one undivided breed. VA and V  Class 1 dogs Hauptzuchtschau and LG Schau as: VA. Bernd Lierberg, VA Seffe Buseckerschloss, VA Mutz Peltierfarm, VA Frei Gugge and V-dogs like Nico H. Beck, Mike Bungalow, Greif Lahntal, several Buseckerschloss-dogs etc,. which are the roots of the present working dogs lines,  full filled the universal aims of the standard and belonged to the Hochzucht too.  Must the present working  dog breeder take a example of the Altmeisters of the past. Must they be satisfied with less?  The polarisation is doing the whole GSD-breeding wrong – separation and excluding- has no common sense and troubles the debate about the future of the GSD in the 21th century and can be devastating for the quality of the GSD “made in Germany” and the leading position of the S.V. within the WUSV and the overall quality of the breed throughout the world.

The world and society has changed. The most important task of a GSD is his role as companion dog in  a complex environment.. We need high behavioural traits. Dr. Malcolm Willis (1998) states that  Type traits and Behavioural traits are the most important traits in dog breeding. Of course we all accept the priority concerning health and maintenance of  soundness also when our dogs are becoming old (fitness traits) . Willis states that it is a basic principle of animal breeding that the more traits one seeks to include in a breeding programme, the harder the task will become.. I truly think that we exclude to much potential breed animals both in Hochzucht and Leistungszucht  because of narrowness of mind. Because we are selecting in a one-way street.

For instance: if a dog is not absolutely top in show (VA) we don’t prefer him as a breeding partner because of the puppy market.  The same goes for the working dog people: the dog must have a high profile in the working dog scene. In fact we are perhaps excluding  the more desired dogs  if we would consider the whole of virtues to the whole range of traits which  we demand from a  GSD suited to live or even survive  in our time. 

The scientific  “Hirschfeldfoundation” of the Dutch Kennelclub in cooperation with the Dutch German Sheperd Dog club concluded in 1997 in her report after checking one year of breeding GSD in the Netherlands that  in general there were less Health problems than was expected but that behavioural problems scored the highest among the owners of GSD in the Netherlands. These problems were:  1. aggressiveness 2. shy/nervous 3.disobedient/unmanageble  4.hyperactive, very noisy. In 2002 the Dutch SV. formed a committee to advice about the problem of the forbidden use of “teletac = stream” in the training of dogs. This committee concluded a growth of the use of the forbidden stream in training and stated that there was a correlation with too extreme breeding. The Breedsurveyors were advised to be very alert and exclude the animals which behaved unmanageable or showed a tendency to aggressiveness.  That brings us to the question: if we want to improve the temperaments and use the instrument of the Breed survey (Korung) should this be done by a more severe courage test (Fighting spirits) or must we  have a improved behavioural testing.? Is demanding a harder courage test by working judges the solution?

At least we should debate it and not leave it to a delegate-meeting of the S.V.  where delegates are deciding in a polluted atmosphere of polarisation. For instance: at my last breed survey in Holland in December 2002 I breed surveyed over 40 GSD. The majority came in Class 2. I saw some extraordinary good GSD in the courage test. On the same day DNA testing was done in a small room by a vet. The dogs had to enter a overcrowded canteen. Afterwards I was told that some of the dogs which were extremely well in the courage test and had high standards in the trials, behaved very nervous testing the DNA. Some dogs could not be tested without muzzle. The basic-temperament (Wesen) is not tested in a courage test. I would prefer the dog with normal courage test and excellent behavioural in the above mentioned situation in DNA testing. 

Another problem are the changed criteria of  SchH or VH or IPO training: not to the dog but to its owner. I can tell you to train a GSD to obtain SchH I takes you a year with training twice a week. You need good instructors and well trained helpers. In present days where people have a lot of obligations this demands a lot of a person’s time and abilities specially if you have to wait for your turn for hours at the training grounds. Are we testing the abilities of the dog or the trainer? How many potential good dogs are we excluding? The IPO in the present days demands a lot perfection in obedience. In the manwork obedience has become  the most important too.  Dr.Margaret Pfleiderer-Hogner concluded in her dissertation (Munich 1979 ) “ Moglichkeiten der Zuchtwertschaetzung beim Deutschen Schaeferhund an hand der Schutzhundprufung” that  obedience was not suited for breeddvaulue. She concluded and referred  p. 71 to Sacher (1970) and Geiger (1973)  and doubted  if obedience is a genetic trait. But I fully agree with Dr. Willis (1998): 1.  Failure to train and work functional dogs can have damaging consequences on behaviour. 2. Selection for physical beauty will be of minimal value unless associated with functional ability and those breeds which have preserved working qualities should be selected to enhance, not lose, these virtues.  3. With Willis I think the breed survey is an important instrument in which dogs are measured and assessed against the breed standard but including some evaluation of character/work.

Your Association in Britain has to discuss these themes and discuss them too within the W.U.S.V.  British common sense is far too important to leave the decision making on the continent of Europe.

I think the Statement in the WUSV  (Annual report WUSV-meeting 9th September Karlsruhe 2002) should be incorporated by all WUSV-member organisations:

Minimal criteria for a start program:

1. Testing social behavioural to people and animals ;  (Schweizer Wesens uberprufung)

Environment testing  ( acoustical and optical)

Gun sure-test 

       Beutetrieb met Schlagsack

2. Companiondog certificate (Begleithundprufung)

3. Trackingdisposition

Messler states in his WUSV report: Working is for the GSD essential. Only kennel keeping is a torment to the soundness of  his spirit and body. I personally think we must find several jobs for our GSD  to maintain his position as Helper of mankind. Talking about working dogs in the real world: means: guide dogs for the blind, helpers for disabled  people, Avalanche-dogs, Rescue-dogs, searching for mines and explosives, tracking, narcotics etc.  But where are the GSD as guide dogs for the blind? We are fooling ourselves if we really think that the image as working dogs depends on SchH or IPO. Come to the real world! What we need are dogs with brains.
My advice and wishes are that GSD breeding stops excluding, separatism and division.

More commons sense please. No one way-street but overall selection of overall traits. The right combination is not extreme x extreme. Hochzucht must include Leistungszucht and vice versa. Sometimes it will be proved that the dog you want to exclude can be in fact the one that you needed the most. That means also more genetic variety.  We do not need in- crossing of other breeds as stated by Helmut Raiser at the discussion evening in Viernheim (2003). I think we need a European Breed Affaires Committee with excellent genetics and very experienced breeders that  can stop the nonsense.

II.  STRENGTH  AND WEAKNESSES OF CONTINENTAL SHOWING AND BREEDING

STRENGTH

The S.V. is a very good organised professional managed organisation. There is a framework of local clubs, experienced instructors, helpers and well trained judges.  The Quality of the breed in general is high and at the moment the standards have reached such high peaks that further improvements can lead to exaggerations. The SV controls and manages the GSD breeding and protect the interest of the GSD in Germany   The S.V. dominates the W.U.S.V. but this is possible more a weakness of the other associated members. The initiatives in HD specially the Breed value system, the ED-scheme and DNA-program but also the Begleithund-program deserve our admiration. The Hauptzuchtschau and Bundessiegerprufung are well organised mega-events. Before we mention the shadowiness, we must conclude there is a lot of sunshine.

WEAKNESSES

Obvious in Breeding we have at the moment a bottleneck both in Hochzucht and Leistungszucht and lack of genetic diversity. Mr. Messler was not able to stop this and to introduce alternatives. Hopefully Orschler can find them in or outside Germany. The German Sheperd Dog is not only the Wienerau/Arminius type. There are too much pressing groups. In the show world you see teams sometimes operating as “Kartells” having too much influence on the individual choices in breeding and showing.  Sometimes there is a tendency to control the market and to influence the show world by excluding others. There is not always equality of changes. There is a tendency among judges which are well informed  to lead their decisions  to self full filling promises. The Hauptzuchtschau is too much a nice-nicer-nicest scheme and less a ZUCHTschau. The criteria of the  offspring groups must be revised. The Hauptzuchtschau should be more a world show of the WUSV and functions now too much as a German window-shopping for German breeding.  Bureaucrats and too much rules give advantages for privileged groups and leads to a form of protectionism for own (national) interests and conflicts with the ideas of a WUSV. In Europe we sometimes forget the common owner of a GSD. We must see the whole scene with his eyes and do something about it so that he can participate. We must improve the image of the GSD in our present society. If the  GSD is a working dog we must offer more than only SchH or IPO. There is a distinction in SPORT and BREEDING. At this moment high demands in Leistungssport are set as criteria for showing and breeding .  Are this demands put to the owner/trainer (sport) or do they really serve breeding goals? In showing sometimes the image (achievements in the past) of a dog decides the outcome and not the actual presentation.  Is  it possible to beat a Sieger in the showring? There has to be criticism to other countries: they have to be more independent, take more initiative. .Breeders, judges and clubs have to imitate less and not doing more of the same. 

In a forum discussion (2003) the famous kennel  (Herdingdogs) “Kirschental” (Fuller) stated:

Quote

“I think a lot of the actual problems in Health and working abilities are the result of repeated inbreeding  on the same ancestors, as we see in the Leistungszucht too. I believe, and other experienced breeders will agree with me, that a litter without inbreeding (outcross) is more robust and there are less problems. You see the same in  Farm Livestock breeding. We did breed a wonderful unity in Type but what did  it cost us? The firs 50 dogs of a Hauptzuchtschau are looks a like and have the same anatomy and outlooks. 

BUT WE DON’T NEED A UNIFORM TOTALITY, WE DO NEED MORE DIVERSITY! SPECIALY IN THE BLOODLINES. WE DO NEED MORE WIDER BASIS IN OUR BREEDING! 

If in the present times a breeder is mating his bitch he rarely can keep all the puppies for him self. Most of them he must sell. If you want to sell your puppies the sire must be a well known dog: a top dog from the Hauptzuchtschau or Bundessiegerprufung. Here we have to change.

What can widen up the basis of the bloodlines?

1. VA  must be given to only a anatomical well built and sound dog with a breed value below 100 which is a proven producer. A dog can be only awarded  VA  twice. The new generation must be given chances..    

2. Only dogs placed twice VA can make a Sieger
3. A Sieger is not allowed to enter the HZS the year later.
4.  A Judge must not automatically place a dog  in the VA group because his Sire or Dam was a VA.
5. Judges of Adult Classes must every year change. Every person has his own likes and dislikes. More dogs would have changes, perhaps even other types and colours. I do not want to change radically. But this is my way of thinking “

End of Quote

Breeding 

In 21th century we need a  revised policy to rule the breeding and keeping of GSD. In the Netherlands we had intensive discussions with the kennelclub about breed regulations. The influence of  Government and Local governments laws threatened the breeding and keeping. Also European Laws and organisations for Animal Welfare are playing a decisive role in the protection of animal welfare and consumers.  Also a puppy is considered as a product .The S.V. Netherlands were pro-active in these directions. We now have a set of Breeding rules accepted by the members of the Dutch Sheperddog club and in fact waiting for the Kennelclub to impose them. This means new perspectives: in Health; control of Behavioural traits, Limitations in Breeding with Bitches and Males, and protection of the welfare of the animals and considering consumers rights. We know very well that we cannot focus upon a small group of top breeders or top sporters in the working scene. The average buyer of a German Sheperd dog puppy wants quality. His priorities are a dog with a good health,   a clear representative of his breed, sound character and a reliable companion. He wants a manageable, obedient dog and is in for a range of activities but does not want bureaucratic rules in a busy world where he wants to relax and spent quality time with his dog. The GSD can be that quality dog. It is our task to breed him as such and to maintain him as man’s best friend no 1.  Von Stephanitz would go for this aim in our days too. I’m sure of it!

